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shildren Public Opinion on the Birth Control Rabbis (1929) had all declared their approval of birth 
" dusty Statement control some time before the Council’s committee re- 
a ported. These, with more recent pronouncements, are 


of th Few statements by Federal Council Commissions have 
for this aroused as much general comment as has the statement on 
terestei@ birth control issued by the Committee on Marriage and 
ith chil @the Home of the Commission on the Church and Social 
ve con gservice. An analysis of all the comments received in the 
and wil §federal Council office has been made by this Department. 
A tabulation of all types of editorial comments excepting 
exper fatholic papers shows 45 publications which approve at 
will beg *ast_ mildly (31 newspapers, eight Protestant church 
ed chi greeklies and six others); 13 which condemn it (seven 
tailies, four Protestant weeklies and two others), and ten 
which take no definite stand. Three of the latter are relig- 
... mous weeklies. Non-Catholic editorial opinion is thus seen 
aa 0 be strikingly favorable. Eight Catholic papers studied 
: n many of the larger cities the newspapers gathere 
thro ust » sometimes, rom “the man in the street. n New 
1 villa York City, for instance, 26 individuals were quoted in the 
_ as the birth control 19 
of whom ten were Catholics) as opposing it. In Chicago 
tight ministers were quoted A the statement, 
only one opposed it. Opinions reported in the Washington 
.msatement, 11 against it. e Post itself was hostile to 
ng spit) One Oklahoma City daily found four ministers 
ee av opposed Only one of 
‘o-ponsidered that the statenient did not represent public 
a In Indianapolis, of a 11 
ministers, seven voted for the statement, two were op- 
| posed and two undecided. A Los Angeles newspaper 
ork lound the “leading Protestant clergymen . . . in sympathy” 
“hold i with the — 
od. f, number of letters were received by the Council. Of 
ineapo™these 26 approved the statement of the ‘uaaiane 19 op- 
rence W@posed it. Among the favorable letters was one from the 
are“ pettetary of the official board of a suburban Methodist 
a Factlichurch which conveyed the congratulations of the board 
iral Mitfor the statement. The Ministers’ Association of Bergen 
inmarne’Pounty, N. J., at a meeting held on April 28, approved 
wul be recalled that four other religious bodies ha 
onal ieclared themselves in favor of birth The Lam- 
1 Conte'fheth Conference, 1930, made up of the Anglican and Epis- 
re a ‘BP! bishops throughout the world, the Universalist Gen- 
ew Yomeral Convention ( 1929), the American Unitarian Associa- 
; ton (1930) and the Central Conference of American 


es, and 


work it 
apathetic 


reprinted below. 

A bill was introduced at the last session of the Massa- 
chusetts Legislature to permit physicians to give contra- 
ceptive information to their patients “for the cure or pre- 
vention of disease.” The executive committee of the 
Massachusetts Federation of Churches voted unanimously 
to endorse this bill. 

The most vigorous opposition to the report has come 
from Roman Catholic sources. The Commonweal (New 
York) for April 1 thinks that the birth control statement 
may eventually be regarded as “the voluntary bankruptcy 
of the Reformation.” If the Federal Council really repre- 
sents the attitude of the majority of Protestants then 
Protestantism has “surrendered unconditionally to secu- 
larism.” The Commonweal admits that the “baneful 
knowledge” of contraceptives is already widely dissemi- 
nated. With the added impetus to the sale of contracep- 
tives given by the Council’s statement, that “traffic . . . 
already huge, may soon rival the traffic in bootleg liquor.” 
Finally “legalized contraception would be a long step on 
the road toward state clinics for abortion and for com- 
pulsory sterilization of those declared unfit . . . and the 
ultimate destruction of human liberty at the hands of an 
absolute pagan state.” 

Certain Lutheran comments have also been caustic. Dr. 
F. H. Knubel, president of the United Lutheran Church, 
said in a widely reprinted statement that agitation for 
birth control comes at a period “notorious for looseness in 
sexual morality” and that this fact alone “should warn 
true-minded men and women against the surrender of 
themselves as tools for unholy purposes.” (Lutheran, 
New York, April 2.) Dr. Andreas Bard, a prominent 
Lutheran pastor in Kansas City, Mo., however, declared 
that “God has given us intelligence to control nature... 
why not in the control of birth?’ (Kansas City, Mo., 
Journal, March 21.) 

Certain church papers which try to serve their entire 
denomination took no definite stand for or against the 
statement. The church papers which protest against the 
statement declare that the Council has no right to make 
statements which may seem to represent the denomina- 
tions and consider that birth control is immoral. The 
Presbyterian (Philadelphia) for April 2 questions “the 
wisdom of giving out a decree or finding as if we all 
agreed.” The Church Advocate (Harrisburg, Pa.) for 
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March 25, organ of the Churches of God, declares that 
birth control results in “legalized prostitution.” The ma- 
jority report is “unscriptural in letter and spirit.” It does 
not represent the church but “the churchly cloak was used 
by those who did speak.” 

Other religious weeklies, however, are equally strongly 
in favor of birth control. The Nashville Christian Advo- 
cate for April 3 says that the birth control statement is 
“sensible and Christian.” The Northwestern Christian 
Advocate (Chicago) for April 16 says that in most parts 
of the world the church ban on birth control is “as inef- 
fectual against the practice as was King Canute’s com- 
mand to the tide” and that “vulgar denunciation” of the 
Committee’s statement will not benefit the churches whose 
clerics make such remarks. 


The Churchman (New York) for March 28 thinks that 
the Committee’s statement “will tend to bring the subject, 
so important in its bearing on social welfare . . . into the 
place it ought to occupy.” The statement, following the 
Lambeth Conference’s resolution “justifies the belief that 
after all, we move ahead.” 

The Christian Century (Chicago) discusses at some 
length the changing position of the family in society today. 
The Committee’s statement “‘is not the voice of Protestant- 
ism but a voice to Protestantism.” The fact that such a 
statement should be made by such a group is “clear enough 
evidence . . . that a change is coming over the Christian 
mind with reference to certain aspects of the marriage 
relation and family life.” 

The Christian Leader (Boston) for April 4, reprinted 
the statement with the comment that, “back of both ma- 
jority and minority findings there is the noblest kind of 
Christian spirit.” 

The “journals of opinion” welcomed the statement, but 
tend to consider, as one expressed it, that “the churches 
are merely recognizing a revolution which has already 
taken place.” (New Republic, April 1.) 

The daily press has shown wide interest in the question. 
The bulk of the comments are definitely favorable. The 
New York Herald Tribune for March 21 finds the state- 
ment “remarkable . . . for the reverence as well as for the 
realism of its expression,” and that it should ‘destroy 
utterly the careless impresion that there is something loose 
and immoral” about modifying the present laws on the 
subject. 

The New York World-Telegram editorial of March 24, 
which was reprinted throughout the country in Scripps- 
Howard papers, at least, declares that “the churches have 
done a service to the morals of the nation.” 

Arthur Brisbane’s editorial, too, has been widely re- 
printed. He commented that knowledge of birth control 
though widely practiced by the prosperous, has been kept 
from “mothers, poverty-stricken, ill, with too many chil- 
dren already.” The St. Louis Post Dispatch wrote two 
editorials, one expressing its own satisfaction with the 
statement and another (March 31) calling attention to 
the fact that three rural Missouri newspapers had pub- 
lished editorials commending it. It quotes the Dexter 
Statesman, a rural weekly, as calling the statement “a step 
in the direction of liberalism that is as laudable as it is 
unexpected.” 

According to the Portland, Me., Evening News the 
statement “means that birth control is finally lifted from 
the plane of whispering” to a new level where “scientific 
knowledge made available by physicians . . . will soon 
replace the ‘bootlegged information’ of today.” The Rich- 
mond, Va., Times-Dispatch for March 22 speaks in similar 
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vein and says that “no more impressive or important state. 
ment has come from the Protestant churches of Ameriq 
in many years.” A columnist in the Oklahoma City Obl 
homan for March 23, goes even further and calls it “one 
of the most enlightened and progressive steps taken by the 
Protestant churches since the Reformation.” 

The Milwaukee, Wis., Sentinel for March 22 thinks 
it indicates “a revolutionary change in clerical thinking’ ¢ 
and that if the Committee’s advice is followed the birth 
control controversy “will be mitigated vastly.” 

Many other editorials might also be quoted. It is per. 
haps worth noting that the Buffalo, N. Y., Times for 
March 22 comments on the change in economic life from 
the pioneer period when the child was an economic asset 
to the present period when it becomes an economic lia. 
bility and concludes: “In this instance religion is suggest 
ing that man shape his own life to suit the social and 
economic environment.” 


Really critical editorials in the daily press were relatively 
few. These were usually based on the moral aspects of 
the question, though sometimes on the right of the Fed- 
eral Council to speak at all. The Washington Post, which 
has long been critical of the Council’s activities, calls the 
statement “a mixture of religious obscurantism and mol- 
ernistic materialism” and declares that if the recommenta- 
tions on birth control were actually put into effect the 
result would be “the death-knell of marriage as a holy 
institution.” 


The Tampa, Fla., Tribune for March 25 calls the state- 
ment “a profanation of the name they [the Council] bear, 
the name of Him in whose service they pretend to fune- 


tion.” 


The Seattle Times, which vigorously opposed the report 
on the Centralia case, issued by this Department, says that 
“this strangely misnamed organization now strikes out 
against most of the churches it claims to represent.” 

Another reason for opposing birth contro] was brought 
out by Dr. W. G. Morgan, prominent Washington, D. C, 
physician, who declared that birth control is of “vita 
importance” to the United States “‘since it affects directly 
the survival of the white race and its dominance in worll 
progress.” (Washington Herald, March 22.) This argu: 
ment has not been widely reflected in editorial commett, 
however. 

A roster of the individuals who have been quoted in the 
press, or who have written letters approving the statemett 
includes Rev. Ralph W. Sockman, Rev. Karl Reiland, Rt 
Rev. Ernest Stires, Rt. Rev. Arthur S. Lloyd, Rev. Wik 
liam N. Guthrie, Rev. Alan K. Chalmers, Rev. Charles 
Francis Potter, Rev. Frederick M. Gordon, Rev. C.E 
Wagner, Robert W. Kelso, Professor Henry Pratt Fai 
child, Rev. Dan Bradley, Rt. Rev. Edward Parsons, Rabi 
Edward Israel, Rabbi Nathan Krass, Rabbi Jonah 5 
Wise, Rev. Shailer Mathews, Rev. M. B. Boynton, Ret. 
W. C. Howard, Rev. J. H. Horstmann, Rev. Burns 
Jenkins, Rev. Irvin E. Deer, Rev. Russell W. Clinchy, 
Rev. Joseph Sizoo, Rev. W. S. Abernathy, Rev. W.l 
Darby, Rev. George L. Paine, Rev. W. L. Stidger, et 

Since the publication of the statement by the Committe: 
on Marriage and the Home several notable pronountt: 
ments have appeared. The New York East Conferen4 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church has, for the thi 
time, declared that physicians should be allowed to gi 
contraceptive advice where they consider it needed. 4 
report which will come before the General Assembly 
the Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A. from the Spet! 
Commission on Marriage, Divorce and Remarriage ® 
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gards contraception as valid when used “in fidelity to the 
highest spiritual ideals of the Christian home.” 
The New York Academy of Medicine published in its 
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Bulletin for April, 1931, resolutions adopted by the 
Academy in April, 1930. 


All the statements referred to are reprinted below. 


Pronouncements on Birth Control 


LAMBETH CONFERENCE, 1930 

“We now pass on to consider one of the most urgent and per- 
plexing problems of our day, the decline of the birth rate through- 

out the civilized world. This is largely due to the increasing use 
of methods which are deliberately adopted to limit the size of the 
family. We strongly denounce the practice of abortion which has 
as its aim the destruction of life which has already come into 
being. It is contrary to the law of God and of man. We have 
reason to know that the sale of drugs designed to procure abor- 
tin is large. These always are, we believe, harmful to the 
woman and also to the child if it survives. Their use, like all 
other methods of abortion, is sinful and ought to be regarded 
with abhorrence by all right-minded people. 

“There is no doubt, however, that the diminution of the birth 
rate in modern times by 50 per cent is mainly due to the knowledge 
and use of methods which prevent conception. These methods 
are now widely used in every class of society. There are many 
who advocate them as the solution of social and personal prob- 
lems, there are others who condemn them as sinful, there are 
many who are sorely perplexed as to the legitimacy of their use. 
We feel, therefore, bound to give troubled consciences some guid- 
ance on this matter. 

“It must be recognized that there is in the Catholic Church a 
very strong tradition that the use of preventive methods is in all 
cases unlawful for a Christian. We acknowledge the weight of 
that testimony, but we are unable to accept that tradition as 
necessarily final. It must be admitted that it is not founded on 
any directions given in the New Testament. It has not behind it 
the authority of any Ecumenical Council of the church. More- 
over, it is significant that the communion which most strongly 
condemns in principle all preventive methods, nevertheless in 
practice recognizes that there are occasions when a rigid insis- 
tence on the principle is impossible. If our own communion is to 
give guidance on this problem, it must speak frankly and openly, 
with a full appreciation of facts and conditions which were not 
present in the past, but which are due to modern civilization. 

“We are convinced that many of the results which have followed 
from the use of the discovery of more effective methods are very 
grave. They have encouraged illicit intercourse among the un- 
married by removing the fear of consequences. They have been 
frequently used to avoid the responsibilities of parenthood and as 
ameans of escaping from the self-control which should be exer- 
tsed in married as well as in single life. They have become a 
danger to many civilized nations by a disproportionate reduction 
of their best stocks. We think that some of those who are most 
ative in the advocacy of birth control do not give sufficient weight 
to these considerations. 

“It will be admitted by all that there are circumstances in mar- 
tied life which justify, and even demand, the limitation of the 
family by some means. The church is concerned with the moral 
principles which must govern all such limitation. There are certain 
principles which must always be axiomatic for Christians. These 
Minciples are to be discerned in loyalty to Christ, and under the 
guidance of the Holy Spirit, whose strength is sufficient for all 
human needs. 

“It is axiomatic that parenthood is for married people the 
foremost duty; to evade or disregard that duty must always be 
Wrong. It is equally axiomatic that the state of marriage is a 
tivinely ordered relationship in which intercourse between man 
amd woman calls for the highest exercise of the Christian virtues 
af self-discipline, self-control and self-sacrifice. There are multi- 


tudes of married people who have found in that mutual sacrifice a 
bond of deeper unity as well as an ever-increasing moral strength. 
It follows, therefore, that it can never be right to make pleasure 
or self-indulgence the motive for determining to limit or refuse 
parenthood. Equally it can never be right for intercourse to take 
place which might lead to conception, where a birth would involve 
grave danger to the health, even to the life, of the mother, or 
would inflict upon the child to be born a life of suffering; or 
where the mother would be prematurely exhausted, and additional 
children would render her incapable of carrying out her duties 
to the existing family. 

“The primary and most obvious way of dealing with such 
circumstances as seem to make the limitation of parenthood 
obligatory is total abstinence from intercourse, even it may be 
for long periods. Such abstinence brings with it to those who 
claim and receive divine grace the opportunity for the highest 
exercise of Christian love and self-denial. 

“Yet there exist moral situations which may make it obligatory 
to use other methods. To a certain extent this obligation is 
affected by the advice of medical and scientific authority. But in 
all such cases, as in those where abstinence is the way chosen, 
the final decision must still be determined by reference to the 
spiritual ends for which marriage was ordained; and the attain- 
ment of these still calls for the same exhibition of Christian self- 
discipline and virtue. Each couple must decide for themselves, 
as in the sight of God, after the most careful and conscientious 
thought, and, if perplexed in mind, after taking competent advice, 
both medical and spiritual. 

“In our judgment the question which they should put to them- 
selves is this: Would conception be for any reason wrong? If it 
would clearly be wrong, and if there is good moral reason why 
the way of abstinence should not be followed, we cannot condemn 
the use of scientific methods to prevent conception, which are 
thoughtfully and conscientiously adopted. 

“Other reasons are often urged for the use of such methods— 
circumstances of income, housing and education, are all advanced 
in justification. These need careful scrutiny. We are unable to 
accept conception control as the right solution of unsatisfactory 
social and economic conditions which ought to be changed by the 
influence of Christian public opinion. 

“Plainly we cannot provide a complete list of circumstances 
affording a good moral reason for avoiding conception. But as 
it seems to us the principle involved is this: Children are the 
primary end of the intercourse to which marriage leads. Married 
people do wrong when they refuse to have children whom they 
could train to serve God and add to the strength of the nation. 
But intercourse has also a secondary end within the natural 
sacrament of marriage. Where for any morally sound reason 
the first end is to be ruled out, it does not necessarily follow that 
the secondary end must be ruled out also, provided that self- 
control is exercised, and husband and wife have truly examined 
their consciences upon the matter. 

“In all these matters of sex, self-deception is all too easy. 
Let none forget that in this as in all relationships of life Christ 
calls to a heroism to which by His power His servants can attain.” 


THE STATEMENT BY THE FEDERAL Councit’s CoMMITTEE ON 
MARRIAGE AND THE Home* 


“Birth control is nearing the status of a recognized procedure 
in preventive and curative medicine. Knowledge of contraceptives 


*Reprinted from Inrormation Service of March 28 in order that all the 
documents may be available in one issue. 
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is also widely disseminated, and the question of their use has 
become one of great social importance. The public therefore has 
a right to expect guidance from the church on the moral aspects. 

“In conception we are in the presence of the wonder and mystery 
of the beginnings of human life. In this mystery the two mates, 
knowingly or unknowingly, are acting creatively with God. When 
so understood, the circumstances and incidents of conception, 
growth and finally of birth are astonishing manifestations of divine 
power, and inexpressibly beautiful. To be a mother is seen to be 
the supreme fulfillment of womanhood, as to be a father is of 
manhood. It becomes apparent, also, why sex relations are 
guarded as by a flaming sword, why prostitution is abhorrent to 
the conscience of mankind, and why the instinct of the race 
regards intercourse between unmarried persons as immoral and 
anti-social, A man, said Christ, expressing the pure ideal, is not 
to harbor the thought of adultery in his heart. 

“But in the sex relations between husband and wife we are also 
in the presence of another mystery. ‘From the beginning of the 
creation God made them male and female,’ said our Lord. ‘For 
this cause,’ He continued, ‘shall a man leave his father and 
mother and shall cleave to his wife; and they twain shall be one 
flesh” We have here the passing of shame and the realization 
of the meaning of sex in the divine economy, which make the union 
of the two mates a supreme expression of their affection and 
comradeship. These relations, therefore, have their source in the 
thought and purpose of God, first for the creation of human life, 
but also as a manifestation of divine concern for the happiness 
of those who have so wholly merged their lives. 

“The moral problems of birth control have to do with these two 
functions of sex. They arise in connection with the spacing of 
children, the limitation of the number of offspring, the safeguard- 
ing of the health and ofttimes of the lives of mother and child, 
on the one hand; and, on the other, they arise in considering the 
rightfulness of intercourse in itself without the purpose of chil- 
dren, and consequently the rightfulness of the use of contraceptives. 

“Physicians have long known that under certain physical condi- 
tions of the mother, pregnancy is hazardous to mother and child, 
and that large numbers of women are so imperilled. Although 
there are few women who do not desire children, the fear of 
untimely pregnancy rests as a recurring anxiety upon most mar- 
ried women for two decades after their marriage. Even with a 
healthy mother and a sound inheritance of bodily and mental 
vigor on both sides, too frequent and too numerous pregnancies 
are to be avoided, as undermining the mother’s health and as taking 
her from the care of her living children. When the mother is 
not entirely well and the endowment is not of the best, spacing 
and limitations are the more necessary. 

“Economic considerations also enter into most cases, and in 
families where the mother must work outside the home the 
question of the number of children and of the intervals between 
them is most acute. Very large families tend to produce poverty, 
to endanger the health and stability of the family, to limit the 
educational opportunities of the children, to overstrain the mother 
and to take from her her own chance for a life larger than the 
routine of her home. 

“The problems of overpopulation are also involved in the con- 
sideration of birth control. While overpopulation, with its conse- 
quent lowering of living standards and provocation to war, is 
not likely to become a general condition in this country for a 
considerable period, and, with the development of science and 
more Christian standards of production and distribution, may never 
become so acute as in many countries of the Old World, it is 
nevertheless now pressing upon great numbers of homes in which 
the family is too large or the income inadequate. 

“As to the necessity, therefore, for some form of effective 
control of the size of the family and spacing of children, and 
consequently of control of conception, there can be no question. 
It is recognized by all churches and all physicians. 


Salurday, May 9, 19317. 


“There is general agreement also that sex union between hus- 
bands and wives as an expression of mutual affection, without 
relation to procreation, is right. This is recognized by the Scrip- 
tures, by all branches of the Christian church, by social and 
medical science, and by the good sense and idealism of mankind. 

“As to the method of control of conception, two ways are 
possible. One is the use of contraceptives, or methods other than 
abstinence, which may be classified as such. The other is self- 
control or abstinence for longer or shorter periods of time. Both 
may be considered as forms of birth control. 

“As to the rightfulness of the use of contraceptives, Christian 
opinion is not united. The problem in its present form is a new 
one. The Scriptures and the ecumenical councils of the Christian 
church are silent upon the subject. The Church of Rome inflexibly 
opposes the use of contraceptives as contrary to Christian morals. 
In the Anglican communion opinion is sharply divided, as indicated 
by the fact that at the Lambeth Conference of 1930 the resolution 
approving birth control under certain conditions was the only 
vote during the conference which indicated division of opinion 
upon a question of fundamental importance. It is known that 
opinion in the churches of the United States is divided, as is also 
the medical profession, but nobody knows as yet the prevailing 
opinion. Under the circumstances, the problem requires unpreju- 
diced study, and guidance should be sought from the Holy Spirit, 
the Lord and Giver of Life. It should be expected that guidance 
will find expression through the researches and experience of 
physicians and men of science as well as through the corporate 
conscience of the church. 

“Whatever the final conclusion may be, the committee is strongly 
of the opinion that the church should not seek to impose its 
point of view as to the use of contraceptives upon the public by 
legislation or any other form of coercion; and especially should 
not seek to prohibit physicians from imparting such information 
to those who in the judgment of the medical profession are en- 
titled to receive it. 

“So far, the Committee on Marriage and the Home is in agree- 
ment. But at this point it has been found necessary to express 
divergent views. Perhaps such honest differences, frankly 
expressed, may have compensating value in helping Christian 
people to face the issues involved, especially since they mirror also 
the perplexity in the public mind. 


“A majority of the committee holds that the careful and 
restrained use of contraceptives by married people is valid and 
moral. They take this position because they believe that it is 
important to provide for the proper spacing of children, the 
control of the size of the family, and the protection of mothers 
and children; and because intercourse between the mates, when an 
expression of their spiritual union and affection, is right in itself. 
They are of the opinion that abstinence within marriage, except 
for the few, cannot be relied upon to meet these problems, and 
under ordinary conditions is not desirable in itself. 

“But they cannot leave this statement without further comment. 
They feel obliged to point out that present knowledge of birth 
control is incomplete, and that an element of uncertainty, although 
it is small, still remains. More serious is the fact that all methods 
are as yet more or less subject to personal factors for their 
effectiveness. Married couples should keep these facts in mind and 
welcome children, should they come. 

“The public should be warned also against advertised nostrums, 
which are beginning to appear in thinly disguised forms in repu- 
table periodicals, and so-called ‘bootlegged’ devices at drug stores, 
for which there is no guarantee of safety against injury or of 
suitableness for individual cases. It is essential to consult the 
family physician or to go to established clinics or health centers 
for information or assistance. 

“That serious evils, such as extra-marital sex relations, may be 
increased by a general knowledge of contraceptives must be 
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recognized. Such knowledge, however, is already widely dis- 
seminated, often in unfortunate ways, and will soon be universally 
known. Guided by the past experience of the race as to the effects 
of scientific discovery upon human welfare, we should expect that 
so revolutionary a discovery as control of conception would carry 
dangers as well as benefits. Society faces a new problem of 
control with each fresh advance of knowledge. If men generally 
cannot properly use the knowledge they acquire, there is no safety 
and no guarantee of the future. These members of the committee 
believe that the undesirable use of contraceptives will not be 
indulged in by most people, and that if the influence of religion 
and education is properly developed the progress of knowledge 
will not outrun the capacity of mankind for self-control. But if the 
sex impulse and the use of contraceptives are to be kept under 
moral control, the church and society, including parents, must 
give greater attention to the education and character building of 
youth and to the continued education of adult opinion. 


“A minority of the committee believes that sufficient stress has 
not been laid upon the idealistic character of the teachings of 
Jesus concerning marriage and its obligations. His sayings 
concerning divorce seemed ‘hard’ to the Disciples. They said to 
Him, ‘If the case of a man be so with his wife, it is not good to 
marry. His answer was, ‘All men cannot receive this saying, 
save they to whom it is given.’ In another connection He said, 
‘With men it is impossible, but not with God: for with God all 
things are possible.’ The command governing all cases of con- 
flicting duties is the command of the absolute: ‘Be ye therefore 
perfect, even as your Father which is in Heaven is perfect.’ 

“In view of the widespread doubt among Christian people of 
the morality of the use of contraceptives, and the scruples expe- 
rienced by many in making use of them, it appears to these 
members of the committee to be the plain duty of the Christian 
church, when control of conception is necessary, to uphold the 
standard of abstinence as the ideal, recognizing it as a counsel 
of perfection, and that Christian morals are much more exalted 
than is generally supposed. But they would point out that the 
erace of God is sufficient for those who are conscious of a difficult 
and high vocation; and that we have as yet but touched the 
fringes of spiritual power which is all about us like God’s gifts 
of air and sunshine. Those who adventure and trust are rewarded, 
and they know the joy and strength which accompany all victories 
of the spirit. , 

“The method of abstinence is therefore to be used to meet 
conditions and situations in which otherwise contraceptives would 
be necessary. This does not mean that sex relations between 
married people as an expression of mutual affection are wrong, 
but they are to be denied when childbearing is hazardous to the 
well-being of mother or child or the household. That this is 
possible is shown by the large number of unmarried people who 
lead chaste lives, and by the number of married couples who 
practice self-control at all times and abstinence when necessary. 


“Finally, the entire committee unites in calling attention, and 
most earnestly, to the importance of a spiritual adjustment of 
the physical relations between husbands and wives. All natural 
desires, however sound and wholesome, must be kept within 
bounds. If this applies to eating and drinking, how much more 
to the fateful and powerful impulse of sex. If marriage centers 
upon sex indulgence, it is sure to result in unhappiness and 
usually in disaster. A high degree of self-control, especially 


during the early years of married life when marital habits are’ 
forming, is necessary to the happiness of the mates and the 
spiritual life of the home. 

“To attain this command of the sex impulse, and this mutual 
and sensitive consideration for one another, husbands and wives 
are urged to keep ever in mind that marriage is a divine institu- 
tion and that they are cooperating with God in their union and in 
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the conception and rearing of children. Their personal relations 
are therefore sacred and in the divine care. These relations are 
always at their best when the two live together in the daily 
consciousness of the presence of God. Things they might not be 
able to accomplish unaided are abundantly possible through 
His help. 

“If marriage is recognized as a divine institution, if God is an 
unseen presence in the home, if the child has its great place in 
marriage, if sex experiences are kept as a mutual expression of 
comradeship and affection, then marriage becomes the happiest, 
the noblest and the most enduring of human relationships.” 


New York East CoNFERENCE, METHOpIstT EpiscopaL CHURCH, 
1931 


“In harmony with previous statements by this conference on 
the control of conception, the recent pronouncements of the 
Lambeth Conference and the Federal Council of Churches of 
Christ in America have done much to create an increased interest 
in this important subject. The Lambeth Conference ‘believes 
that in the exalted view of marriage taught by our Lord is to be 
found the solution of the problems with which we are faced. 
His teaching was reinforced by certain elements which have found 
new emphasis in modern life, particularly the sacredness of 
personality and the more equal partnership of man and woman.’ 

“We recommend such legislation as will permit a physician to 
render medical information on this subject. In this connection 
we direct attention to the doctors’ bill. Should this bill be 
enacted into law, it would give greater freedom to physicians, 
hospitals and clinics in extending to needy persons such informa- 
tion as would be in accord with the highest principles of eugenics 
and the best health of the individual.” 


REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMISSION ON MARRIAGE, DIVORCE, AND 
REMARRIAGE TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE PRESBYTERIAN 
CHURCH IN THE U. S. A., 1931* 


“Earnest Christian people are asking for the church’s guidance 
on the subject of birth control. This subject demands attention 
today as never before. Economic conditions and a worthy standard 
of living clearly make it wrong to bring children into the world 
without adequate provision for their nurture and proper considera- 
tion for the health of the mother. 

“The Christian conception of sex clothes the relationship be- 
tween husband and wife with spiritual significance, sanctifying 
marriage as a divine institution. Moral control is the basic 
essential to a worthy experience of a marriage relation. 

“In expressing its judgment on this subject, the church in no 
sense modifies its condemnation of sex relations outside of mar- 
riage. 

“Two methods are possible in securing birth control. The first 
is continence. The second is the use of contraceptives. When 
this method is adopted in seeking the worthy objectives stated 
above, it should oniy be in fidelity to the highest spiritual ideals 
of the Christian home.” 


UNIVERSALIST GENERAL COoNVENTION, 1929 


“It is our obligation as sentient beings to recognize the facts of 
life which growing experience reveals. It is our added duty, as 
members of a religious body that proclaims religion as an exalted 
way of living, to deal with these facts in a consecrated fashion, 
and use them to highest ends. 

“Your Committee was appointed to investigate the relationship 
between religious living and the practice of birth control. In a 
survey of the field we find that the control of conception is not 
a theory which we may accept or reject, but is actually one of 
the most important facts of modern life, giving to man the power 
to control the future of the race. 

* Only the section on birth control is reprinted here. It must be noted that 


General Assembly has not yet acted upon this report. It is therefore not an 
official pronouncement by the Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A. 


het 
4 
® 


“Misconceptions as to the purpose of birth control largely grow 
out of the confusion of contraception with abortion and obscene 
practices, which arose through the passage of the Comstock laws 
by Congress and 24 states in 1873. These laws prohibited the 
transmission of all contraceptive knowledge, although contracep- 
tion itself is not illegal, and medical science and obscenity were 
included in one ill-considered prohibition, 

“Birth control is the prevention of conception only, and is not 
the destruction of embryonic life, which is abortion. It involves 
the conscious control of procreation, with resultant important 
bearings on social and individual life.* ... 


“This committee finds that birth control is one of the most 
practicable means of race betterment, and hereby recommends: 


“1. That this Convention urge the immediate repeal of such 
federal and state laws as interfere with the prescription of con- 
traception by physicians; and 

“2. That where legal barriers do not exist, socially minded per- 
sons be urged to establish in every center of population clinics 
where those needing it may receive contraceptive advice under 
medical supervision.” 


AMERICAN UNITARIAN AssoctaTIon, 1930 


“Wuereas, It is becoming increasingly clear that, in the in- 
terest of social betterment, racial progress and a more wholesome 
family life, parenthood should be undertaken with due regard for 
the mother’s health and the children’s welfare, both physical and 
moral, be it therefore, 

“Resolved, That the American Unitarian Association recom- 
mends to its constituent churches and members an earnest con- 
sideration of the fundamental social, economic and eugenic im- 
portance of birth control to the end that they may support all 
reasonable efforts in their communities for the promotion of the 
birth control movement.” 


CENTRAL CoNFERENCE OF AMERICAN Rassis, 1929 


“Recognizing the need of exercising great caution in dealing 
with the delicate and complicated problem of birth regulation in 
view of the widespread dissolution of the old sanctions affecting 
the institution of marriage and the ties of family life; earnestly 
desiring to guard against playing into the hands of those who 
would undermine the dignity and sanctity of these precious bonds 
through reckless notions and practices having to do with sex 
" *The_report submits a consideration of international peace, social welfare 
the child, crime, vice, illegitimacy, abortion, the family, parenthood, and 


points out the relation between these problems and_ birth control, Space 
considerations have necessitated omitting this valuable material. 
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relations; especially mindful of the noble tradition obtaining 
among the Jewish people with respect to the holiness and the 
crucial importance of domestic relations; but realizing at the 
same time the many serious evils caused by uncontrolled parent. 
hood among those who lack the prerequisites of health and a 
reasonable measure of economic resources and intelligence to give 
to their children the heritage to which they are entitled; 

“We, the Central Conference of the American Rabbis, urge the 
recognition of the importance of the control of parenthood as 
one of the methods of coping with social problems: 

“We furthermore recommend to the executive board of the 
Central Conference of American Rabbis that a portion of next 
year’s program be devoted to one or more papers on this subject.” 


New York Acapemy or Mepicrne, 1930 


“1, The New York Academy of Medicine, as a medical organi- 
zation, should be concerned solely with the medical and public health 
aspects of birth control, and not with its economic considerations, 

“2. The contraceptive clinics already in existence in the vari- 
ous hospitals, and operating within the law solely in the interest 
of the health of the individual, should be continued, and all in- 
stitutions in which this service is required should organize similar 
clinics as integral parts of dispensary and hospital service. 

“3. All extra-mural clinics, when their existence is temporarily 
justified, should have a medical’ personnel of competent physi- 
cians with especial training in gynecology; the clinics should se- 
cure the services of local gynecologists and obstetricians of recog- 
nized standing and authority to serve in an advisory capacity 
and to formulate and enforce suitable rules and regulations con- 
cerning the medical indications for the giving of contraceptive 
advice and to make regular inspections to see that these rules 
are observed. Efforts should likewise be made on the part of 
these extra-mural clinics to obtain the services of experienced 
physicians in the several branches of medicine to aid the staff 
in the diagnosis and conduct of the more difficult cases. The 
extra-mural clinics, if so safeguarded and supervised, should re- 
ceive support of the medical profession only until a sufficient 
number of hospital clinics has been developed to meet the public 
health demand. 

“4. A movement should be begun to include in the curriculum 
of medical schools, instruction in modern contraceptive measures 
and in the indications therefor. The hospital clinics should like- 
wise be asked to offer similar instruction to practicing physicians.” 


Nore: A bibliography on birth control may be secured from the 
Commission on the Church and Social Service, 105 East 22nd 
St., New York City. 
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